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It should give permission to all others to follow their own pursuits patrio-
tically and be soldiers of the militia (irregular army), ready at the
country's call whenever required. Such people will enter Government
and semi-Government schools and teach their prescribed books and lessons
with a patriotic angle of vision. They will join the Bar and show to the
people at every step what a waste of time and money the Courts are.
They will enter the military and refuse to fire on their own brethren. And
so on. I know not what you intend to do after your recovery. In the
meanwhile I seek your advice. I think that I am doing no better service
to the people and to the country by remaining the headmaster of the
national school here? which is not appreciated and supported by the
public. May I complete my law education and join the Bar and do what
humble services I can to the Motherland? Will you advise the Congress
to remove these boycotts and devise some other ways and means for at-
taining freedom? Or are you going to take up these boycotts in right
earnest again? May we wait?
PS. It is no question of conscience and religion.    I look  at Non-
co-operation only as a means.
The foregoing letter sums up succinctly the argument advanced
by my correspondents and visitors against the boycott of schools and
law-courts. As usual the sting is in the tail. The postscript yields
the secret of unbelief in the boycott. One need not regard every-
thing as a matter of conscience or religion to be able to stick to it
through thick and thin. Even one's means may be so vital that
giving them up may mean death. Lungs are the means whereby
we breathe and sustain life. They are not life. But their destruc-
tion is destruction of life itself. No one questions that non-co-
operation is a means. The question is : Is non-co-operation as
conceived in 1920 the only means of reaching our goal? The
Congress decided that it was. But the Congress merely represents
the opinion of the delegates for the time being. Some of us evidently
consider that it was a mistake to think that it was the only means.
Some others think that it was one of the means and many more
should have been adopted at the same time. Yet others, though they
disbelieved in it, adopted it out of regard for the decision of the
majority and because they think that the decisions of the Congress
have a mandatory character and bind the minority whether in
matters of principle or detail. Yet others adhere to the opinion
formed by them in 1920 that non-co-operation as then conceived
is the only means for achieving our goal. I belong to the last
category and it will be my humble duty from time to time to show
why it is the only means. My correspondent evidently belongs to
the opposite school,